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contained therein that the nonappointment of a vaccination officer ope- 
rates to the gn at prejudice of the health and well being of the inhabit- 
ants of the said parish to be untrue, and resolves that this board confirm 
and continue the policy of previous boards in taking no step which will 
have the effect of instituting proceedings against parents under the com- 
pulsory vaccination act.'" 

Since the above report was rendered the solicitors to the local gov- 
ernment board attended the meeting of the guardians and served each 
member with a notice requiring him to make a return to the writ of 
mandamus of the high court within eigbty-oue days. Mr. Briggs moved 
that the resolution adopted by the board not to appoint a vaccination 
officer be indorsed on the mandamus and then returned to the high court. 
Mr. Kemp, leader of the minority, urged that they would certainly be 
sent to prison, and he asknl whether they had considered the cost. He 
moved as an amendment the mandamus be indorsed to the effect that 
the board take steps to fill the vacancy. 

It was strongly urged that the board, if they appointed an officer, 
would be able to insist on his obeying their instructions. The discus- 
sion became rather heated, and on a vote the amendment was defeated 
by 26 votes to 20, 1 guardian declaring that he must vote for the 
appointment as he could not afford to go to prison. The majority 
included 5 ladies. The resolution was then put and carried. Follow- 
ing that meeting, the solicitors made another to induce the board to 
obey the plain mandate of the court, but by a narrow majority the 
board adhered to the course marked out, and there the matter rests. 

It can be presumed that the court is patiently and leniently awaiting 
pacific developments. * * * 

S. C. McFarland. 
United States Constil. 

The vaccination controversy at Leicester. — Continued. 

January 31, 1900. 
The following report, supplementary to that contained in my annual 
report of October 27, 1899. in relation to the antivaccination crusade in 
Leicester, is furnished by Consular Agent Partridge, at that place. It 
will be seen that legal proceedings have terminated, and that at last the 
Leicester guardians have submitted to law, thus practically ending a 
controversy which has engaged the attention of the medical world. 

S. C. McFarland, 
United States Consul. 

SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT. 

If reference be made to that part of the original report which deals 
with the subject of the antivaccination crusade, it will be found that the 
last proceedings recorded in the dispute between the local government 
board and the Leicester board of guardians as to the refusal of the latter 
to appoint a vaccination officer, was a resolution passed by the guardi- 
ans on October 3, 1899, confirming and continuing the policy of pre- 
vious boards of guardians in taking no step which would have the effect 
of instituting proceedings against parents under the compulsory vacci- 
nation acts. 
Since the passing of that resolution, thefollowingevents have occurred: 
At a meeting of the guardians held on October 10, 1899, further pro- 
cess i&bued by the high court of justice was served upon the members 
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individually, ordering them to return the mandamus within eight days 
indorsed with the names of the members voting for and against the 
resolution to appoint a vaccination officer at the previous meeting of the 
guardians. After the defeat by 26 votes to 20 of an amendment pro- 
posing that the writ be returned with an indorsement thereon that the 
guardians would take immediate steps to appoint a vaccination officer 
a resolution was carried by the same majority of 26 to 20 to the effect 
that the writ of mandamus should be indorsed by the clerk with a copy 
of the minute recording the resolution adopted by the guardians on 
October 3 with the numbers voting thereon and that it should be handed 
to the solicitors to the guardians with instructions to make the return 
of the writ in accordance therewith. 

The passing of this resolution was of course a direct disobedience of 
the mandamus which would be seriously aggravated by the indorsement 
thereon of the resolution of the guardians not to obey it, and their 
solicitors declined to make such a return of the writ as the resolution 
indicated, advising the guardians that no return but one of obedience 
would be possible. At a further meeting held on October 17, 1899, Mr. 
Kemp moved the suspension of the standing orders in order that 
he might move that the writ be returned. This motion was lost by a 
majority of 6 votes against it, and Mr. Kemp then gave notice to 
rescind at the next meeting the resolution passed at the last meeting. 

In the meantime the period of time limited by the high court for the 
return of the writ of mandamus had elapsed and no return had been 
made. 

On October 24 the guardians again met, when Mr. Kemp's motion 
was defeated by 26 votes to 21, the matter thus being left in statu quo. 

At this point the clerk to the guardians informed them that they 
were exceeding their powers and could not command his obedience. 

The local government board now demanded a report of the proceed- 
ings of the guardians at their last two meetings above mentioned, with 
the names of the members voting for and against the resolution. These 
particulars were supplied and nothing further took place until the 
meeting of the guardians on November 21, 1899, when a majority of 
25 to 12 (7 not voting and 4 being absent), it was resolved that the 
resolution disobeying the writ of mandamus be rescinded, and by 25 
votes to 19 the guardians decided to appoint a vaccination officer and 
to advertise for applicants for the post. At this meeting an order of 
the high court was served upon 26 of the guardians, calling upon them 
to show cause before December 1 next why writs of attachment for 
•contempt should not issue against them in respect of their disobedience 
to the writ of mandamus. This order had been made on the same day 
by Mr. Justice Wright and Mr. Justice Channell at the request of the 
solicitor-general. 

Nothing further transpired until December 5, when the guardians, 
by 23 votes to 6, appointed Mr. J. T. Stephen, journalist, Leicester, to 
be vaccination officer and made a return to the writ of mandamus stat- 
ing that fact and pleading obedience thereto. The local government 
board, however, would not accept the appointment of Mr. Stephen, 
alleging that he had been convicted under the vaccination acts and was 
at the present time in default, having an unvaccinated child. 

On December 7, 1899, the matter again came before the judges of the 
queens bench division of the high court, and although all the recalci- 
trant guardians had signed an affidavit of apology and submission to 
the court, the judges expressed very strong opinions as to their conduct 
in aggravating their guilt of contempt of court by an illusory appoint- 
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ment of a totally unsuitable person, and, therefore, the writ of attach- 
ment was made absolute against them (except 4 of their number, who 
were ill), but the same was not to be executed without further order 
until a given day in the present month of January to afford the guardians 
a final opportunity of making a satisfactory appointment. The judges 
also gave the guardians a decided warning that further or continued 
acts of disobedience to the orders of the court would be severely pun- 
ished. 

The guardians had by this time come to realize that their case was 
hopeless and that the local government board supported by the author- 
ity of the high court of justice, was unassailable. They, therefore, took 
prompt steps to appoint as vaccination officer a person acceptable to 
the local government board and having done so the subject was again 
brought before the judges who discharged the writs of mandamus and 
attachment and ordered those guardians against whom such writs had 
been directed to pay the whole of the costs as between solicitor and 
client. 

There are many thousands of unvaccinated children in Leicester, but 
up to the present time no prosecutions under the new act have been 
instituted, and, having regard to the state of public opinion in the town 
in opposition to compulsory vaccination, it may be reasonably sup- 
posed that the only result of such prosecutions, if ever they should be 
instituted, would be to intensify that opinion and to bring a large num- 
ber of misguided persons in Leicester into direct and prolonged conflict 
with the law, as was the case in the early days of the antivaccination 
crusade. 

It should be added that a public subscription was opened in Leicester 
at the time proceedings were instituted to reimburse the guardians in 
respect of the costs of their action, and by this means a sum of about 
£800 has been obtained. 

Report from Liverpool — Quarantine system. 

Liverpool, England, February 19, 1900. 

Sir : I have the honor to make the following report concerning the 
transactions of the Service at the port of Liverpool during the week 
ended February 17, 1900: 

The health of Liverpool remains good, no cases of quarantinable dis- 
ease being reported for the week ended February 17, 1900. 

Sixteen vessels cleared for United States ports during the week. Of 
these, three were not inspected ; 420 emigrants were inspected and 
passed. A Beaver Line steamer sailed during the week (the Lake 
Ontario, February 17), bound for St. John via Halifax. She took out 
550 in the steerage, many of them Russians and reported to be bound 
for points in the United States. The situation as to freight from sus- 
pected places remains unchanged. I subjoin for the information of the 
Bureau certain facts concerning the practice of maritime quarantine at 
this port. 

Incoming vessels are boarded by customs officials immediately upon 
their arrival. The captain of each vessel is obliged, under heavy pen- 
alty, to report any case of sickness aboard to the customs officials. 
These officers report the presence of sickness on board such and such a 
vessel to the port sanitary officer. He then visits the vessel and assumes 
charge thereof. The vessel is anchored in the Sloyne, a point in the 
Mersey River a short distance above Liverpool, and well to the opposite 
side of the river. Opposite the Sloyne anchorage is the contagious- 



